Message

From: Baranco, Angela [Baranco.Angela@epa.gov]

Sent: 4/3/2014 3:25:04 PM

To: Sakamoto, Glenn [Sakamoto.Glenn@epa.gov]

cC: Greenberg, Ken [Greenberg.Ken@epa.gov]; Morimoto, Kaoru [Morimoto.Kaoru@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: R9 Joint CAFO Inspections are EPA Lead. RE: Question regarding CAFO inspections reports
Hi Glenn,

No worries. it's one of those ICIS reporting problems of having to report nearly the same data into too many data fields,
ong of which seems to ask for the other agency involved in the joint inspection, when in fact it assigns a value that
indicates that agency as the lead.

You had correctly reported that these were federal ERA inspections, and that they were joint with the state. So the
inspections did show up in the EPA reports. They just also showed up as state inspections dus to that “5” flag,

From: Sakamoto, Glenn

Sent: Thursday, April 03, 2014 6:23 AM

To: Baranco, Angela

Cc: Greenberg, Ken; Morimoto, Kaoru

Subject: RE: RO Joint CAFO Inspections are EPA Lead. RE: Question regarding CAFO inspections reports

Hi Angela —

Thank you for making this correction. Not sure how they all turned out as State Lead. | recall entering my IS entries
{for all of our joint CEls with the State) as “EPA lead” In fact {FY1}, | will be conducting 10 CFl inspections for FY14 during
the week of April 14 {2014) in the North Coast Region {Regional Board 1}. These are all ACS commitments with
Headguarters and are all "EPA Lead” inspections. | *will” enter them into ICIS as such. Thanks again for your tracking
updates and corrections to the FY13 entries.

Glenn

felenn H Sakamoto
Environmental Scientist
Enforcement Division (ENF 3-1}
US EPA, Region &

75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 941035

W (415)972-3556
Fax:  (415)947-3549

E-matl: sgkamoto.glenniepa gov

From: Baranco, Angela

Sent: Wednesday, April 02, 2014 4:06 PM

To: Sprague, David

Cc: Greenberg, Ken; Morimoto, Kaoru; Sakamoto, Glenn

Subject: R9 Joint CAFO Inspections are EPA Lead. RE: Question regarding CAFQ inspections reports
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Hi David,
Thanks for following up with us on these CAFO inspections. They should all be reported with EPA as the lead agency.

P will correct the Joint Lead Flag in 1C1S to show E {federal) for each of these inspections. The updates will be completed
this week,

Please don't hesitate to contact me if thers are any other Region 9 data questions/issues.

Thank you!l

From: Sprague, David

Sent: Wednesday, April 02, 2014 10:52 AM

To: Baranco, Angela

Subject: FW: Question regarding CAFO inspections reports

Angela,
Please see my email below,

Does it make sense for CAFO joint inspections, where the state has the lead {according to the “loint Lead Flag”}, to be
flagged as “ULS. EPA” according to the “Agency Type Desc” field?

These are shown in the print screen below,

Since the state has the lead for these, shouldn’t the agency type also he “State™?
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Thanks,
Dave

David Sprague
ICIS Customer Support Section
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Sprague, Davidi@epa.goy, 202-564-4103

From: Sprague, David

Sent: Wednesday, April 02, 2014 11:50 AM

To: Chavez, Kimberly

Cc: Ager, Sara; Klaus, Dan; Grove, Jim

Subject: RE: Question regarding CAFO inspections reports

Kimberly,
The “Total # of CAFO loint Inspections” report keys off of CAFQ inspections that have a “)” in the “State, Fed or loint
Insp?” fleld. These can be State or EPA led joint inspections.

The “Total # Wet Weather Inspections” report counts and displays CAFQ inspections that are federal according to the
“Apency Type Desc” field {e.g., “US. EPA” ar “EPA Contractor”).

{ran both reports for region 9 for FY 11 ~FY 13,

According to the “Total # Wet Weather Inspections” report there were 72 region @ CAFO inspections during that
timeframe,

According to the “Total # of CAFO Joint Inspections” report there were 71 region 9 CAFQ joint inspections during that
timeframe,

These 71 region 8 CAFO joint inspections are all on the “Total # Wet Weather Inspections” report.

The only additional Inspection on the *Total # Wet Weather Inspections” report Is shown in the first print screen
below. This inspection at Falloncrest Farms is not a joint inspection.

Ohbservations:
1. Allbut one of region 9's federal CAFO inspections from FY 11 —~ FY 13 are also joint inspections.
2. All of region 9's CAFD joint inspections from FY 11— FY 13 are also federal inspections {according to the “Agency
Type Desc” field).
&« This seems odd to me. 1 would think the joint inspections, where the state has the lead {according to
the “Agency Type Desc” fiegld,

- if they were entered that way, these state led CAFQ joint inspection inspections would not
show up on the "Total # Wet Weather Inspections” report. Bul, since these are entered with
“LLS, EPA” as the agency type they are showing up on the “Total # Wet Weather inspections”
report,

1 CC7d Him Grove on this email in case he can shed some light.
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David Sprague
ICIS Customer Support Section
Sprague Dovid@ena oy, 202-564-4103

From: Chavez, Kimberly

Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 10:03 AM

To: Sprague, David

Subject: Question regarding CAFO inspections reports

Good Morning David,

I have a quick question regarding the ICIS “Total # of CAFO Joint Inspections” report and the ICIS “Total # Wet Weather
Inspections” report. When running both of them and comparing CAFO inspections for R9 from FY11-13, the total
inspections reflected by each report where nearly identical. So...I wanted to ask whether these reports are actually
meant to be counted separately or does one report include the totals from the other (e.g. total wet weather includes
joint inspections)?

Thanks,

/ﬁ}frfw{y V. Chavez

Office of Compliance
Planning, Measures, and Oversight Division
202-564-4298
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